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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance are requested. Claims 1, 5, 9 and 14 are amended to 
clarify the invention and not to introduce new limitations to overcome the prior art. New 
claims 1 5 - 20 depend from parent . 

Rejection of Claims 1-14 Under Section 102 

The examiner rejects claims 1 through 14 under 35 U.S.C. Section 102 as being 
unpatentable in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,418,4! I to Gong C*'Gong")- Applicant traverses 
this rejection and submits that the claims are allowable because the prior art of record fails to 
teach or suggest each limitation recited in the claims. 

The Examiner rejects claim 1 and asserts that the limitation of determining parameters 
of a background model of a received voice request is taught by the noise compensation taught 
by Gong. Specifically, the examiner cites elements 19 and 20 in FIG. 1 and column 2, lines 
35 to 47 to state that Gong teaches determining background noise parameters. Applicant has 
provided a minor amendment to claim 1 to clarify the invention. The step of determ ining 
parameters of a background model occurs during reception of tlie voice request. The 
received voice request may be any voice ijiput As we shall see below. Gong fails to teach or 
suggest this limitation wherein he focuses on recording background noise for compensation 
before receiving voice input. 

Gong teaches a specific method in which the user depresses a push-to-talk button 
which begins a delay period. During the delay period (for example, 0.3 seconds), background 
noise is a recorded an estimated to determine the acoustic environment. The Gong '^beep" is 
an indication to the user that the delay period has ended and the system is now ready to 
receive voice input for recognition. Column 2, lines 50 through 61 outlines the procedure. 
The system waits for a key press and records the background noise after the keypress. The 
system then performs the on-line model combination in which noise statistics and the target 
HMMS produce the noisy HMN4 until all vectors are compensated. Then the recognition- 
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Start beep signal is sent and the system recognizes the input speech until the end of the signal 
is detected and the recognize text is displayed. 

It is clear from the teachings of Gong that there is a specific time in which the 
background noise is recorded before speech recognition can begin. The background 
recordation time- frame is clearly set before speech recognition occurs. There is no other 
teaching within the reference regarding recording of background noise for noise estimation 
and any other time frame during speech recognition. 

In contrast to the teachings in part, claim 1 recites determine parameters of a 
background models during a received voice request. A discussion of this feature may be 
found in paragraph 28 of the present specification. This feature is not taught nor is it 
suggested by Gong, who clearly teaches that it is important to separate recording background 
noise to receive background noise statistics from the time in which input speech is received. 
Claim 1 recites a different approach from Gong's approach. Claim 1 requires determining 
parameters for the background model during a received voice request. For this reason. 
Applicant submits that claim 1 is patentable and in condition for allowance. 

Furthermore, because claim 1 recites determining parameters during a received voice 
request, the claim is able to dynamically reconfigured speech recognition as is recited in the 
preamble. Such a dynamic reconfiguration for speech recognition would be impossible under 
Gong because the background noise is recorded only once prior to the commencement of 
speech input. Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that there are two reasons why the 
invention of claim 1 is not taught or suggested by Gong. First, Gong does not teach or 
suggested determining the parameters of background model during a received voice request 
and second. Gong does not teach nor suggest a method of dynamically reconfiguring speech 
recognition. For these reasons. Applicant submits that claim 1 is patentable and in condition 
for allowance. 
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The above arguments also apply to claims 5, 9 and 13. Each of these claims includes 
the same or a similar limitation to that discussed above in a different embodiment. Therefore, 
Applicant submits that for the same reasons set forth above for claim 1 , that claims 5, 9 and 
13 are allowable over the prior reference and in condition for allowance. 

Claims 2 - 4, 6 - 8 and claims 10-12 depend from claims 1 , 5 and 9 respectively. 
Applicant submits that because the parent claims are allowable, the dependent claims are 
allowable as well. 

Claim 14 recites a method of dynamic reconfigure will speech recognition comprising 
the steps of determining user specific parameters of the background model during a received 
voice request. The Examiner sites again col. 2, lines 35 to 47 as matching this limitation of 
claim 14. However, the Examiner does not identify where in Gong the parameters of the 
background model are user specific. In columns 2 lines 35 to 47, as discussed above. Gong 
focuses on establishing the delay period before the talking begins utilizing the push-to-talk 
button in which the background noise samples are taken. There is no suggestion or teaching 
that those background model parameters are user specific. Therefore for this reason. 
Applicant respectfully submits the claim 14 is allowable over the prior reference. 

Furthermore, the second limitation of claim 14 requires determining user specific 
parameters of a transducer model. The Examiner cites Figure 1 and column 2, lines 59-62 as 
teaching this limitation. However, the Examiner fails to point out how tlie prior art teaches 
determining the user specific parameters. This particular user specific limitation is not found 
in the Examiner*s analysis and Gong simply fails to teach the user specific limitation. 
Therefore, for this additional reason. Applicant submits the claim 14 is allowable over the 
prior art. 

New Claims 15 - 20 

Each of these new claims depends from an allowable parent claim and therefore, 
Applicant submits that these claims are in condition for allowance as well. 

9 

PACE 15/16 • RCVD AT 11/22/2004 5:01:30 PM [Eastern Standard Time] • SVR:U8PTO-EFXRF-1/5 • DNIS:8r29306 * CSID:1-410-510-1433 • DURATION (mm-ss>:11-02 



To: D. Brant Page 16 of 16 



2004-1 1-22 22:01:58 (GMT) 



1-410-510-1433 From: Thomas M. Isaacson 





. •DQcketNo.::20pO-Q499 . 






Correspondence Address: : 

Rc>om 2A-207 . / . Phone: 41 0r4i 4^3056 . 



PACE 16/16 • RCVD AT 11/22/2004 5:01:30 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/5 • DNIS: 8729306 • CSID: 1-41 0-51 0-1433 * DURATION (mm-ss):11-02 



This Page is Inserted by IFW Indexing and Scanning 
Operations and is not part of the Official Record 

BEST AVAILABLE IMAGES 

Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submitted by the applicant. 

< •" 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ BLACK BORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP. BOTTOM OR SffiES 

□ FADED TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ BLURRED OR ILLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 

□ COLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE PHOTOGRAPHS 

□ r;R.\Y SCALE DOCUMENTS 

□ LINES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXHIBIT(S) SUBMITTED ARE POOR QUALITY 

□ OTHER: . 



IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 



